
ATTORNEY GENERAL 2365 

1421. 

API'ROV AL-BO:l\'DS OF CITY OF LIJVIA, ALLEN COUXTY, 
OHIO, $20,000.00. 

CoLL'?II Bcs, 01-110, November 2, 1937. 

The flldustrial Commission of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio. 
GENTI.E?III·:i'\ : 

1\E: Bonds of City of Lima, Allen County, Ohio, 
$20,000.00. 

'fhe abu\'e purchase of bonds appears to be part of an issue of 
bonds of the above city dated February 15, 1925. The transcript rela­
tive to this issue was approved by this oHice in an opinion rendered 
to your commission under elate of December 13, 1935, being Opinion 
:1\'o. 5062. 

It is accurdingly my upinion that these bonds constitute a Yalid 
and legal obligation of said citv. 

Respectfully, 
HERBERT s. L)UFFY, 

A ttorne)•-Gcncral. 

1422. 

DlSAPPROVAL-CE.RTlFTCATE. OF AMENDMENT OF THE. 
ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION OF THE COLUMBTA 
FIRE lNSURAl\'CE COMPANY, DAYTON, OHIO. 

CoLL:~I BL;S, 01-110, November 2, 1937. 

l-IoN. WILLIAM J. KENNEDY, Secretary of State, Columbus, Ohio. 
DEAR StR: This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of recent 

date enclosing certificate of amendment of the articles of incorporation 
of The Columbia Fire Insurance Company of Dayton, Ohio, for my 
approval. 

An examination of the aboYe certificate uf amendment indicates 
that the insurance company undertakes to insure against any and all 
kinds of loss to person except insurance against loss by t·eason of 
bodily injury to person. This would indicate that the company under-
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takes to insure against some loss to person without specifically stating the 
nature of the loss to be insured against. 

An examination of the laws relating to fire insurance companies 
re\-eals that a f·ire insurance company is ·without authority to insure 
against loss to person. Jt wuuld seem therefore that such a provision 
incorporated in the certificate ui amendment is contrary to the pro­
,·isions uf the insurance laws relating to fire insurance companies. 
l:\y reason of the alJm·e, J am returning herewith the certificate of 
amendment without my apprm·al. 

Respectfully, 
HERBERT S. IJuFFY, 

A tt ornc)'-G c nc rat. 

1423. 

DISAPPROVAL-ABSTRACT OF TITLE, WARRANTY DEED, 
AND CONTRACT E~CUMHRANCE RECORD RELATING 
TO THE PROPOSED PURCHASE OF PROPERTY IN RUSH 
TOV/NSHIP, SCIOTO COUNTY, OHIO. 

Cou_;l\1 BUS, 01110, November 3, 1937. 

HoN. CARL E. STEEB, Sccrctar'y, Board of Control, Ohio Agricultural 
Experiment Station, Ohio State Univcrsit)', Columbus, Ohio. 
DEAR Sm: There has been submitted for my examination and 

approval an abstract of title, warranty deed and contract encumbrance 
record No. 48 relating to the proposed purchase by the Board of Control 
of the Ohio Agricultural Experiment Station for and in the name of 
the State of Ohio of a 487.64-acre tract of land in Rush Township, 
Scioto County, Ohio, the same being more particularly described by metes 
and bounds in the warranty deed in and by which this property is to be 
conveyed to the State. 

Apparently, this property, which was surveyed by the engineet:s in 
the Forestry Division of your department, as one tract of land and 
which is described as one tract in the deed which has been tendered 
to the State of Ohio by C. W. Miller and T rene Miller, his wife, com­
prises what has been set out in the abstract of title as two tracts of 
land, one a fifty-acre tract acquired by Volney S. Taylor and C. W. 
Miller from Margaret T'iguet and husband under elate of January 14, 
1937, the other being a tract of 372 acres, more or less, acquired by 
Valney S. Taylor and C. VI/. rd iller from :\Tarietta Turner and others, 


